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Sir: 



Under the provisions of 37 C.F.R. § 41 .41 and in response to the Examiner's Answer that 
was mailed on April 27, 2009 ("Answer"), Appellants submit this Reply Brief. The filing due date 
for filing this response is June 27, 2009, and so this brief is timely filed. 
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ARGUMENT 

Appellants take this opportunity to clarify the record by responding to the Answer's 
comments on just one of the appealed rejections, viz. the section 102, second paragraph rejection of 
claims 6-12 and 23. In particular, the PTO stated on the one hand that the adjective "functionalized" 
in recited terms such as "functionalized alkyl," inter alia, allegedly invokes substituents for which 
"no definition is given." 1 

On the other hand, the PTO attributed substituents that are affirmatively defined - "a halide, 
an aryl, [and] a heteroaryr - to "further substitution]" not denoted by the term "functionalized." 2 In 
view of these two allegedly separate definitions of substituents, the PTO admitted a failure to discern 
"what further modifications are encompassed by the term 'functionalized.'" 3 

The PTO erred by reading into the claims a "further" substitution not suggested by 
Appellants 4 or the claims. Specifically, the claims state that "each functionalized group is substituted 
with a halide, an aryl, or a heteroaryl." The functionalized group is not further substituted. In other 
words, a given moiety, such as a functionalized alkyl, is functionalized by virtue of it being 
substituted with a halide, an aryl, or a heteroaryl. That is to say, the claims do not invoke any 
undefined list of substituents as the PTO urged. 

Accordingly, the skilled artisan would harbor no uncertainty as to the meaning of the term 
"functionalized." For this reason and those already of record, the Board should reverse the PTO's 
rejection. 



Answer at page 4 
2 Id. 

3 Answer at page 5. 

4 Indeed, the PTO explicitly acknowledged Appellants* "attempt[] to remedy" the definition of the term 
"functionalized" by linking it to the substituents "a halide, an aryl, [and] a heteroaryl." Answer at page 4. 
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Customer Number: 22428 
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Respectfully submitted, 

Steven M. Reid, Ph.D. 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 54,393 
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